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VSP Public Comment

From: htervin@fea.net
Sent: Sunday, June 26, 2005 5:19 AM
To: Secretary of State, Constituent Affairs
Cc: McDannold, Bruce
Subject: Standards for AVVPAT

Should Calfornia reject the proposed Diebold system?  Vote=Yes

Diebold is a criminal organization.  Period.   Full stop.   Their only real reason for 
being in existence is to try to defraud as many non-republican voters as possible.  That's
it.  End of story.  The whole reason Schwarzenegger is the present Fox guarding the 
henhouse of votes is to deliver more Republican victories.  Get Diebold the hell out of 
California, the country, the world.  These people should all be behind very SOLID bars. 
and their voting machines with them..............They are simply the corporate enemies of 
democracy, and the people.
The fact that we're having this discussion so soon after Kevin Shelley banned them from 
California  (a year?) and intended it to be a permanent ban, is proof of what we say.  I 
told everyone they'd be licking their chops as far as getting back into the the world's 
fifth largest economy: CA.   These machines are equal to "the Rise of the Machines" in 
"The Terminator": they are aimed at you and me.   Proveably.

Ms. Harriet Ervin
p.o.box 54742
Irvine, CA 92619

Citizen Proposed Standards:

The AVVPAT shall be printed on single sheet non-thermal at least 16 pound paper, one 
record of vote per sheet.

Every recorded vote, no matter how recorded, shall have a AVVPAT copy.

The AVVPAT record of the vote shall be printed in a minimum of 12 point font.

The AVVPAT shall be printed and organized to be easily read by both the voter and election
officials.

The AVVPAT during the 1% manual audit and any recount shall be physically verified and 
hand counted only.

The recorded vote choices on the AVVPAT shall not be audited or recounted by automatic or 
electronic methods.

There shall not be a method by which any particular voting record can be connected to any 
particular voter.

Any AVVPAT spoiled or rejected by a voter because of a voting system error shall not be 
counted as a spoiled ballot under the two spoiled ballots limit.

No remote access to voting machines by wireless or internet.


